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REMARKS 

Claims 1 -3 and 56*80 are pending in ibis application, with claims 1 , 56-59, 61,65, 69, 
73 mo. hemp independent Chums 5m 5 s i has e burn pro. omm ^ fnicmm a born 
ai'Mu n e 1 * ur i u ^ n. l s i v. mi 

filmic ipnses u t npi' s slc )TiKin tie ii-t 

compound am eeond co.mpou.nc 1 lird layer comprising the second con pot d, where 
e first com.} i ng com] mabk ; 3 novt f holes or electrons 

)P \ t s 5 ) LI t w 1 v It I 

consisting of . d\ Claims 1 and 69 have also been amended no no longer recite the feature 
"wherun the organic compound . cmv.pn^ a iegmn m \ Inch too blocking compound and 
the .at least one selected compound are mixed." Claim 69 has also been further amended to recite 

#erei bhhe first and secon* i nd layer is 

continuous." Support for these amendments may be found in the application at least at pages 9: 
and 10 and at Fig. 28. No new matter has been added. 

\pp'ie \ . ^ < _ <. - - 5 i ' ( >'-Ciro 

73-76, 

As best understood by applicants, the Examiner has objected to claim 69 as including an 
unclear limitation, Specifically, the Examiner has asserted that the limitation "wherein a 
unu'inal none m t k t i ' c ' 1 m e e 1 v - ' bus 

limitatioj t i 1 etgh ! - » ended iro 6° t'< i o addres-* the 

i s ( i i i i be given patentable \ 

Independent claims !, 65, 69 and 77, along with their dependent claims 3-3, 60, 66-68, 
70-72 and 78-80, have been rejected as being anticipated by Kvong. As stated above, 
independent claims 1 and 66 have each been amended to recite an organic compound thai 
imam u.c >es-j o ! nm n -i dm on . momm ?m obiw" n includes 
the Srsf com voce m d a. sea rc cornpoui 1 mc a th L at h c iocs I k second 

compound. Applicants request reconsideration ! withdrawal ' > e m c ;> t of chmm 1 and 
69, ..nod 1 v ' v Km a : i m'> > ' cd ore 

layer that includes one of the two compounds included in the recited second layer. 




KuiM<; describes an QLED structure with a phosphorescent-doped mixed layer 
architecture. The Examiner refers to Fig. 3 and its associated description in support of the 
contention that Kwong describes the structure recited in claims 1 and 69. The cited portions of 

KW< ! , v „ a 1 S v. t <. ! ! («t IX t V C 3 1 ■< t dt 11 tU U U tlvv/ P <~VN ft I 

iteria \ c os escent-dopec ycr 3 13 that includes hot 

electron transporting materia! (e.g., Aiq3) and a hole transport material {e.g., NPD) mixed with 
a phosphorescent (e.g PtOEP) and a t! rd role injection ayer 3 1 2 that includes a hole injecfen 
materiai (e.g. CuPe). See eoi. 8, Hues 50-59. Notably, the third hole injection layer 3 1 2 does not 
nJuh u i lla> m t v d, c ^m. ^1 s 1 - — ^ ^ 1 ^ 1 1 a ! ^ 

layer including the second compound." 

For at least this reason, applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection 
of claims ! and 09\ aid then dependent claims. 

ickpcndc s 65 and. 11 recit £ e s herein the orgaun 

eptnppnnd film comprises a region in which the electron transporting compound and the eleelron 

i l_ i r v cudaO 7 v ^ m - ? ee\i n e*hess U 

feature in his rejection of claims 65 and 11, and their dependent claims, over Kwong, Applicants 
■si h m "a if vn ong ocs svt ~s <- ce .> m c » e , - k \ ,» k . m< <>; t < vv. »^ n sec 
layer in which an electron transporting material, a hole transport material, and a phosphorescent 
a; e mixed. For at least this reason, applicants request reconsideration sad withdraw al of the 
c eciii t c el i 55 ant it ep< nt claims 

Applicants submit that ail claims arc in condition for allowance. 

Applicants do not acquiesce in the Examiner's characterizations of the art For brevity 
ad tc iJ au ->r^ jo 1 ov <. >> ip. 'h use. I a-c u t ace~r>-ed /f . i v a i it o s o< 
the art and reserve the right to do so in further prosecution of this or a subsequent application. 
! t , > exp t ! 1 -1 v e Examiner's p nth rsdoes xh 

constitute a concession of the Examiner's positions. The fact that applicants' comments have 
UlNe, nm (a K >e Is 1 o tot i i \ hK i v -I 1 ( t Iw 0* 0 1C 
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arguments tor patentability of the claims. AD of the dependent claims are patentable for at least 
the reasons given n 1 respect to the claims on which they depend. 

The. fee in the amount of $120 for the Petition for Extension of lime foe is being filed 
concurrently herewith on the Electronic Filing System (HPS) by way of the deposit account 
authorization. Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 
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